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The Application for Rehearing filed by the State of Louisiana through 

the Department of Natural Resources (hereinafter “State”) is granted for the 

sole purpose of clarifying our previous decision. 
The State argues that general maritime law was the applicable law in 

this case citing Fox v. Southern Scrap Export Co., Ltd., 618 So.2d 844, 846 

(La. 1993), which states that “[a] tort action falls within admiralty or 

maritime jurisdiction if the tort occurred in navigable waters and had a 

significant relationship to a traditional maritime activity.”  We have 

reviewed this case, but do not find that it overrules Adams v. Chevron 

U.S.A., Inc., 589 So.2d 1219 (La. App. 4 Cir. 11/14/91).  Adams states that 

“[m]aritime tort cases apply the general maritime law, not state tort law, 

unless there are significant state policy considerations involved.”  Id. at p. 

1222.  Clearly, there are significant state policy considerations involved in 

the regulation of navigable waters in which the State encourages commercial 

use of said waters.

Thus, we hereby affirm our previous judgment.   




